
Before the 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 

In the Matter of: 

Closed Captioning of Internet 
Protocol-Delivered Programming: 
Implementation of the Twenty-
First Century Communications 
and Video Accessibility Act of 
2010 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

MB Docket No. 11-154 

Motion for Leave to Supplement Petition for Reconsideration 

Pursuant to 47 C.F.R § 1.429(d), Telecommunications for the Deaf and Hard of 

Hearing, Inc. (TDI), the National Association of the Deaf (NAD), the Deaf and Hard of 

Hearing Consumer Advocacy Network (DHHCAN), the Association of Late-Deafened 

Adults (ALDA), the Hearing Loss Association of America (HLAA), and the Cerebral 

Palsy and Deaf Organization (CPADO), collectively, “Consumer Groups,” and the 

Technology Access Program at Gallaudet University (TAP) respectfully request that the 

Commission consider the Report on the State of Closed Captioning of Internet Protocol-

Delivered Video Programming and Video Clips, filed today in MB Docket No. 11-154 

(“Report”) by the Consumer Groups, TAP, and the California Coalition of Agencies 

Serving the Deaf and Hard of Hearing (CCASDHH), as a supplement to our April 27, 

2012 petition for reconsideration (“Consumer Groups PFR”) of the Commission’s Report 

and Order in the above-captioned proceeding (“IP Captioning Order”).1  

The Report documents various findings regarding the current state of closed 

captioning on Internet Protocol (“IP”)-delivered video programming. More specifically, 

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
1 Closed Captioning of Internet Protocol-Delivered Video Programming, Report and Order, 27 
FCC Rcd. 787 (Jan. 13, 2012) (“IP Captioning Order”); Petition for Reconsideration of 
Telecommunications for the Deaf and Hard of Hearing, et. al., MB Docket No. 11-154 (April 
27, 2012) (“Consumer Groups PFR”).  
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the Report contains new information regarding the captioning of IP-delivered video 

clips that has come to light since the IP Captioning Order—and was not available at the 

time it was issued.2 We believe this information will aid the Commission in its 

consideration of the Consumer Groups PFR. 

  Section 1.429(d) permits the Commission to consider a supplement to a petition 

for reconsideration filed more than 30 days from the public notice of the underlying 

action “pursuant to a separate pleading stating the grounds for acceptance of the 

supplement” and upon a finding of good cause.3 The Report satisfies the Commission’s 

standard for supplemental filings because it reports “new facts that may affect the 

outcome” of the Consumer Groups PFR that were not available when the IP Captioning 

Order was issued.4 Accordingly, we respectfully urge the Commission to grant this 

motion and review the Report in considering the Consumer Groups PFR. 

 

Blake E. Reid 

/s/ 

Counsel to TDI 
May 16, 2013 

Margarita A. Varona 
Diana Cohn 
Student Clinicians 

Institute for Public Representation 
Georgetown Law 

600 New Jersey Ave. NW 
Washington, DC 20001 

202.662.9545 
blake.reid@law.georgetown.edu 

 

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
2 Report at 5-13, 18-20. 
3 47 C.F.R. § 1.429(d); see Amendment of Section 73.202(b), Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast 
Stations, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 23 FCC Rcd. 86, 89 at ¶ 8 (MB 2008). 
4 Id. 
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Cc: 
Commissioner Mignon Clyburn 
Commissioner Jessica Rosenworcel 
Commissioner Ajit Pai 
Priscilla Argeris, Office of Commissioner Rosenworcel 
Dave Grimaldi, Office of Commissioner Clyburn 
Matthew Berry, Office of Commissioner Pai 
William Lake, Media Bureau 
Diana Sokolow, Media Bureau 
Jeffrey Neumann, Media Bureau 
Kris Monteith, Consumer and Governmental Affairs Bureau 
Gregory Hlibok, Consumer and Governmental Affairs Bureau 
Karen Peltz Strauss, Consumer and Governmental Affairs Bureau 
Eliot Greenwald, Consumer and Governmental Affairs Bureau 
Rosaline Crawford, Consumer and Governmental Affairs Bureau 
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Telecommunications for the Deaf and Hard of Hearing, Inc. (TDI) 
Claude Stout, Executive Director • cstout@TDIforAccess.org 
Contact: Jim House, Director of Public Relations • jhouse@TDIforAccess.org 
8630 Fenton Street, Suite 121, Silver Spring, MD 20910 
www.TDIforAccess.org 

National Association of the Deaf (NAD) 
Howard Rosenblum, Chief Executive Officer • howard.rosenblum@nad.org 
Contact: Andrew Phillips, Policy Counsel • andrew.phillips@nad.org 
8630 Fenton Street, Suite 820, Silver Spring, MD 20910 
301.587.1788 
www.nad.org 

Hearing Loss Association of America (HLAA) 
Brenda Battat, Executive Director • Battat@Hearingloss.org 
Contact: Lise Hamlin, Director of Public Policy, LHamlin@Hearingloss.org 
7910 Woodmont Avenue, Suite 1200, Bethesda, MD 20814 
301.657.2248 
www.hearingloss.org 

Association of Late-Deafened Adults (ALDA) 
Mary Lou Mistretta, President • aldamarylou@yahoo.com 
Contact: Brenda Estes • bestes@endependence.org 
8038 Macintosh Lane, Suite 2, Rockford, IL 61107 
www.alda.org 

Cerebral Palsy and Deaf Organization (CPADO) 
Contact: Mark Hill, President • deafhill@gmail.com 
1219 NE 6th Street #219, Gresham, OR 97030 
503.468.1219 
www.cpado.org 

Deaf and Hard of Hearing Consumer Advocacy Network (DHHCAN) 
Cheryl Heppner, Vice Chair • CHeppner@nvrc.org 
3951 Pender Drive, Suite 130, Fairfax, VA 22030 

Technology Access Program at Gallaudet University (TAP) 
Contact: Christian Vogler, Ph.D. • christian.vogler@gallaudet.edu 
Director, Technology Access Program  
Department of Communications Studies 
SLCC 1116, Gallaudet University  
800 Florida Avenue NE, Washington, DC 20002 
202.250.2795 
tap.gallaudet.edu 

	
  


